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RESPONSES

1: CEQ regulations require a 45-day minimum review period for a DEIS, starting after a
Notice of Availability is published in the Federal Register. Reclamation's practice is to
extend this review period an additional 15 days, allowing for a 60-day minimum comment
period. The filing date of the DEIS was July 7, 2000 and the public comment period
officially ended on September 8, 2000. Reclamation believes that this 63-day period
allowed sulfficient time for review and comment on the DEIS. One of the four public

Upper Basin Stutrs?
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hearings to receive public comments on the DEIS was held in an Upper Basin state, in Salt
Lake City, Utah. As discussed in the DEIS, the area of potential effect analyzed in the EIS
is the Colorado River corridor from Lake Powell down to the SIB. Because the majority of
this area is located within the Lower Basin, and because surplus determinations made by
the Secretary influence water supply in the Lower Division states, holding the majority of
the public hearings within the Lower Basin was determined appropriate. The NEPA
process, including scoping and the preparation and distribution of the DEIS and this FEIS,
has provided an opportunity for Reclamation to identify and disclose to the public the
potential effects of interim surplus criteria.
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1:  CEQ regulations require a 45-day minimum review period for a DEIS, starting after a Notice of Availability is published in the Federal Register.  Reclamation's practice is to extend this review period an additional 15 days, allowing for a 60-day minimum comment period.  The filing date of the DEIS was July 7, 2000 and the public comment period officially ended on September 8, 2000.  Reclamation believes that this 63-day period allowed sufficient time for review and comment on the DEIS.  One of the four public hearings to receive public comments on the DEIS was held in an Upper Basin state, in Salt Lake City, Utah.  As discussed in the DEIS, the area of potential effect analyzed in the EIS is the Colorado River corridor from Lake Powell down to the SIB.  Because the majority of this area is located within the Lower Basin, and because surplus determinations made by the Secretary influence water supply in the Lower Division states, holding the majority of the public hearings within the Lower Basin was determined appropriate.    The NEPA process, including scoping and the preparation and distribution of the DEIS and this FEIS, has provided an opportunity for Reclamation to identify and disclose to the public the potential effects of interim surplus criteria.
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s : : 2: Predictions of future climate are difficult to make, and there are conflicting points of view
2 Ths veport doean’t seeam to want 1o address the: relevant “what iy 1 belicve the public within the scientific community. Although the index sequential method of modeling using
a2 7ighes 80 Bow, historical records is not a perfect predictor, it provides a rigorous representation of possible

future hydrology during the coming decades. Statistical distributions obtained using this
method do provide an indication of what could happen during periods of drought, using past
drought scenarios as indicators.

.. Ihope you will consider the nzed %o slow down and include the other bialf who have the -
greatyst risk—ibhe Upper Basin States and their citizens

Best regards,
r

American Waler Resouress, Inc.

M@M

Thomas C. Havers
President
TCH/za
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2:  Predictions of future climate are difficult to make, and there are conflicting points of view within the scientific community.  Although the index sequential method of modeling using historical records is not a perfect predictor, it provides a rigorous representation of possible future hydrology during the coming decades.  Statistical distributions obtained using this method do provide an indication of what could happen during periods of drought, using past drought scenarios as indicators.







